280                                 THE  NON-VIOLENT  STATE

absence of which, he felt sure, would destroy her freedom and
democracy. Diverting his attention from these objectives was,
he feit3 a distraction that would hamper the creative moral effort
necessary for progress towards the goal. This is why, according
to Gandhiji, "The very nature of the science of satyagraha
precludes the student from seeing more than the step imme-
diately in front of him."3

Besides, satyagraha was a science in the making. Gandhiji
had not worked it out in its entirety. He was still experimenting
with non-violence, trying to apply it to all spheres of life and
studying its possibilities. Indeed, he felt that the experiment
was not even in its advanced stage.4 No doubt the structure of
the non-violent State would be in accordance with the princi-
ples of satyagraha. But the details would be determined by the
people according to their moral level and their preferences.
Gandhiji, therefore, felt that to try to determine in detail the
institutional form of the future non-violent State was premature
and unscientific., Thus he once wrote, "I have purposely
refrained from dealing with the nature of Government in a
society based on non-violence. . .when society is deliberately
constructed in accordance with the law of non-violence, its
structure will be different in material particulars from what it
is today. But I cannot say in advance what the Government
based wholly on non-violence will be like."5

This well-known "one-step-enough-for-me" principle of
Gandhiji has also to be understood in the context of his views
on the relation between the means and the end.6 If the means
arc tainted with violence, physical or non-physical, the result-
ing State will be neither non-violent nor democratic, for the
strong will seize power and exploit the weak. The way
to non-violent democracy lies through the adoption of non-
violence as the creed and not a mere policy. This is why
to Gandhiji the problem of the technique of non-violence
included in itself the problem of the institutional form of

3 His statement dated Patna,  April 1,  1934, History   of the   Congress,
p. 955.
4 H., May 27,1939, p. 136; Feb. 11, 1939, p. 8; and April 13, 1940, p. 90.
Sff., Feb. 11, 1939, p. 8.
6 For Gandhiji's views on the means and the end see Chapter III above.